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SABBSA- Believing the Bible from the first verse
A funny thing happened the other day. We have become persona non grata for the San Antonio Express-News. The behind the scenes story will follow. We will also investigate what you can do to help in shaping future state science curriculum as well as recap last month’s creation news and what’s coming in October.
A couple of months ago I responded to a June 18, 2008 article in the Express-News which intimated that creationists were using the ignorant sympathies of some State Board of Education members to try and worm creationism into the state science curriculum. At first the paper responded favorably to my editorial and requested my picture so that they could post in the focus section of the letters to the editor section as they do with many lengthy responses from elected and other representatives in the community. I complimented them for their even handedness in putting forth both creationist and evolutionist views in their paper.

Sadly, my compliments were made too soon and in error. By the end of the week, the paper not only did not publish my editorial in the paper, but chose to bury it in their internet “other letters trash bin” and then followed the next week with another focus on creationism set of letters, most of which were very slanted toward evolution and critical to creation. Their choices showed no sense of balance for this issue. 
Unfortunately, three months later, things have gotten no better with the editorial practices of our city’s paper. In fact they have gotten worse. An article in the paper on 10/1/08 again misstated the facts and published unsubstantiated allegations by evolutionists that we creationists were trying to rewrite the state science curriculum and insert language for the teaching of the strengths and weaknesses of evolution as a way to undermine evolutionary teaching. In fact, this language was inserted into the state science curriculum in the 1990’s. In truth no creationist organization in this state is trying to insert any type of language into the new science curriculum, nor are they attempting in any way to insert creationism into the public schools during this adoption process. I have checked with all the major players on this with whom we are well acquainted. Now a TEA committee has gone so far as to further pollute this discussion with a recommendation to the board recommending the exclusion of the “strengths and weaknesses” language. According to this committee the merits of the evidence for theories in physics, chemistry or any other field of science are fair game for our students to critically analyze, but evolution should be given the exclusive mantle in science education as established fact and never debated. 
I wrote another letter to the editor on 10/2 in response to this outlandish claim by both evolutionists and the TEA subcommittee. As of more than a week later, they have not seen fit to publish it and I ask the same question I asked in the editorial, what are they so afraid of? Are our arguments so devastating to evolutionary teaching that all discussion must be stifled? Whatever happened to freedom of expression? The “letter to the editor” I sent is reprinted below so that you can see what they are suppressing.

What Evolutionists so Afraid of?

I have to wonder why evolutionary scientists in this state insist on trying to create a controversy where there is none.  The state board is set to take up science standards in our schools this year and before they ever start, these vocal scientists are criticizing the language of teaching the “strengths and weaknesses” of evolution in our science classes. This is the same language already in our good state science curriculum. This little qualifier is not promoting the widespread teaching of intelligent design or creationism in our public schools; they don’t have time for it. It does allow for the free inquiry and discussion of the relative merits of the scientific evidence for a theory, which is what the scientific method is all about. 

My question is, “What are they afraid of?” I am President of the local creationist association (SABBSA) and we are connected to creationist groups all over the state, and I can tell you there is no move afoot in this legislative session to inject any form of new creationism into the curriculum and state board chairman McLeroy has echoed this statement. Still, the evolutionists are nervous. Why? Is the evidence against evolution so strong that they do not even want it discussed by our youth? It makes one wonder?

Scott Lane

President, San Antonio Bible Based Sciences Association
The following was reprinted with permission from the Greater Houston Creation Association (GHCA) newsletter, our sister creation association in Houston

URGENT NEWS:  A Texas Education Agency (TEA) panel has declared there are no weaknesses in evolution!  They have proposed new standards that would, in essence, declare naturalistic godless evolution to be a fact not to be questioned!  Chemistry, physics, and other sciences could still be questioned but not evolution theories!

Please immediately write your State Board of Education Member to encourage them to keep the "scientific strengths and weaknesses" language in the science TEKS.  You may want to encourage them to STRENGTHEN the current language.  For convenience, you may email sboesupport@tea.state.tx.us and they will forward your polite encouragement to each of the individual board members.  This is important!  Please send your note of encouragement now! 
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Our September meeting featured the video “"Flock of Dodos, the Evolution - Intelligent Design Circus." When this film premiered a couple of years ago at UTSA, our own Dr. Carl Williams represented the creationist community in this area by being one of the responders to the film. He hosted this viewing and led a discussion of the film. This film was developed by an evolutionist who believed he was doing a documentary exploring both sides of the controversy. Instead, he ended up with a piece slanted toward evolution, but lamenting why the general public still believes in creation despite their efforts? With visitors in attendance we had a lively discussion of the video which all agreed had an evolutionary bias. Comments on the involvement of the Discovery Institute and the inference that it is a veritable giant pummeling away at the unfunded evolutionists were made and laughed at. Also there was a lot of discussion about the Haeckel drawings which are still used while no longer bearing his name. It was interesting that the producer of the film did not address this question to the author of the book (and perhaps he did and edited it out) instead of the lawyer.

Due to a potential conflict for Dr. Daniel Harris, we have had to postpone his talk entitled "Menkowski's Mega-Mistake" which will reveal the weaknesses in relativity theory and why it’s important to creationists. We have tentatively rescheduled his presentation for our November meeting. 
We had debated a couple of alternatives to substitute for Dr. Harris, and have decided to present the video: "Thousands not Billions" from ICR which is a capsule summary of the RATE research (the cutting edge 5 year project done by ICR which looked into a whole range of dating questions). We invite you to view the latest research in the field on radiometric dating with us at our October meeting! As always, we will meet at the Jim’s Restaurant at the corner of San Pedro and Ramsey on October 14th, 2008 at 7 pm. Please join us!

